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When would the work begin on the site and when would it open? 

The best estimate is that work is still months away, with an opening date beyond that, as we 

complete our review of the Roberts site and begin a formal site analysis of the Richmond 

alternative.. 

The Church has answered separately that they are shooting for Q4. 

The old Robert’s site was zoned EG-1 and allowed for temporary housing, as is the Kenton Women’s 

village and the Hazelnut Grove site.  What provisions allow for this property which is zoned R1d to 

allow for temporary housing? 

The d in R1d is for Design.  https://www.portlandmaps.com/bps/zoning/#/zones/overlay/dThe 

overlay rules must “requiring design review or compliance with the Community Design 

Standards”  What will the proposed village do to meet the community design standards? 

The city’s Bureau of Development Services considers this use to be “group living,” which it says is 

allowed by right on the Richmond site. Other land use issues, including design standards and the 

role of the city’s housing state of emergency, will be part of our analysis of the site.  

All applicable city building and safety standards would apply. Tiny homes/sleeping pods, village 

community spaces, utilities, plumbing, trash pickup and fencing are considered basic elements of 

the village.  

What capital improvements are planned at the property?  What organizations are paying for what 

parts of the improvements? 

As the Church has also told you, any site for a village would be upgraded to include water and sewer 

connections (for restrooms and showers), and provide electricity. A site plan has not been drawn up 

for the Richmond site, but any design will include professionally constructed sleeping pods and 

common areas, as well as landscaping and fencing. 

As the Church has also told you, construction, design and facilities costs, including ongoing costs for 

operating the village, would be funded through the Joint Office of Homeless Services. Local 

businesses in St. Johns remain interested in assisting with that work, just as they’ve offered for the 

Roberts site. 

Donations and other community contributions are not required to build this village, but they would 

always be welcome as a gesture of community investment, as they were when the Joint Office 
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funded the construction of a long-term home for the Kenton Women’s Village, and neighbors and 

businesses stepped forward to help that process.  

Neighbors are concerned with the number of vehicles, especially RVs that gather on Richmond dump 

their trash at the edge of the park and their sewers into the storm drains.  What will be done to 

prevent a buildup of RVs and vagrant vehicles on Richmond?  Who specifically will be responsible for 

preventing the current build up we have seen? 

Neighbors are concerned the Village will attract more vagrancy.  The park already has a problem with 

illegal campers.  What will the Village do to discourage illegal camping outside it boundaries? 

Also, what will happen to the current population of houseless individuals who live within the 3 block 

radius, who very evidently do not meet the criteria for this transitional village?  Will they receive any 

resources to enable them to relocate?  Or will they simply move a few blocks over onto our 

properties? 

The Church’s answer, sharing its frustration at the buildup of RVs, mentioned Do Good Multnomah’s 

commitment to preventing problems and their experience that unsanctioned camping is reduced 

after programs like a village are present.  

We also are clear that Do Good Multnomah has committed to ensuring there isn’t a buildup of 

unsanctioned camping or RV parking around the property.  

Without anyone providing direct outreach services to those neighbors as of yet, it’s not known 

whether they would be interested or eligible for participation in the village and its services, or what 

barriers they would face to finding shelter or housing, and what assistance they would require to 

make that transition. Do Good will be doing that outreach in St. Johns and can connect people to 

other services as needed if the village isn’t the right fit.  

The proposed village will border a preschool and neighborhood elementary school.  What 

precautions will be taken to ensure that residents do not have violent or sexual predator 

records?  Who specifically will be held accountable to ensure this happens? 

As the Church said in its answers, Do Good Multnomah is accountable for the village and ensuring 

safety for residents and neighbors. The Joint Office, in turn, which contracts with Do Good, is 

accountable if Do Good does not meet expectations. 

Do Good Multnomah has said that it will screen for predatory sex offenders. If an individual’s 

criminal history precludes them from being within a certain distance from a school, then they 

wouldn’t be allowed to live at this village. 

Parole and probation officers also enforce supervision terms that set those boundaries — as they do 

throughout our community when interacting with offenders, who, very frequently, are already in 

neighborhoods, living in permanent housing. 

And they will arrest those who violate those legal boundaries, whether offenders live in permanent 

housing or on the streets or anywhere else.  

We should be clear that this village would be no different than any shelter or program overseen by 

the Joint Office: Residents must abide by a code of conduct and aren't allowed to use alcohol or 

illegal substances at the village. 



 

 

In addition, like in all programs, residents are accountable not just for their conduct in shelter, but 

also for their conduct in the surrounding neighborhood 

The City and County operate social services throughout the community. And many programs, for 

years, have been close to schools and other sites where children are present, including daycares, 

parks, and community centers. 

While we cannot foreclose having homeless services near these uses, we can and do work to make 

sure those services are a good neighbor to all adjacent neighbors and uses. 

Our Foster shelter is opening this year across the street from Mt. Scott Learning Center. And  Do 

Good Multnomah, which operates a men’s Veterans shelter in Northeast Portland, also has a track 

record of working with other tenants in the church complex it occupies, including a preschool. On 

Valentine’s Day, students at the school presented the Veterans with heart-shaped pizzas.  

What will be the screening criteria for village residents?  How will rules such as sobriety be enforced?  

What will happen if a villager does not follow the village rules?  Specifically, if a resident arrives 

drunk or high, are they turned out into the neighborhood?  Who is responsible for enforcing the code 

of conduct? Needs to be governed by a single org or person. 

Residents must abide by a code of conduct and aren't allowed to use alcohol or illegal substances at 

the village. In addition, like in all programs, residents are accountable not just for their conduct in 

shelter, but also for their conduct in the surrounding neighborhood. Residents who aren’t able to 

abide by the village community’s rules would not be able to remain in the village. 

Should issues arise, members of the village would hold one another accountable. But Do Good 

Multnomah, as the provider, along with the Joint Office, which funds and contracts with Do Good, 

would also diligently respond. 

The Joint Office expects shelter programs to maintain close, accessible relationships with all 

neighbors so they can respond to any issues that arise. That includes having 24-hour contact 

information and designated liaisons who attend neighborhood association meetings. 

We have heard that some neighborhoods have asked for “good neighbor” agreements to encourage 

shared commitments and communication.  Can we have an example of one of these agreements 

and learn about how that has worked for other areas? 

We echo the Church’s answer about Hazelnut Grove’s service days and willingness to volunteer in 

the community doing cleanups. Grove residents also have proactively contacted the fire marshal’s 

office to set up fire safety inspections and to cut fire lines. The physical challenges in their current 

location on the Overlook bluff are one reason why the Grove can’t stay where they are with improved 

facilities. 

Some neighborhood associations have asked for Good Neighbor Agreements with providers who 

hold Joint Office contracts to operate shelter. One example is around Transition Projects’ soon-to-

open 120-bed Foster Road shelter. 

But some have decided against it, after holding initial conversations and then waiting a few months 

to see how things are going. 

Sellwood-Moreland does not have one with Transition Projects’ 120-bed Willamette Center, which 

has been open since 2016. Mill Park does not have one with Transition Projects’ 100-bed Wy’east 



 

 

shelter, which opened in 2018. (In fact, next-door neighbors and businesses threw a party for the 

men at Wy’east after initially protesting.) 

A copy of the agreement for the Foster Road shelter is here: 

https://static1.squarespace.com/static/566631e8c21b864679fff4de/t/5c1403cf4ae237e20040

9140/1544815568351/Final+Foster+GNA+-+Signed.pdf 

The Lloyd District Community Association and the Portland Trail Blazers have also negotiated an 

agreement with Right 2 Dream Too in its new location (which is not managed by the Joint Office). The 

parties negotiated that agreement without the Joint Office. It’s here: 

https://static1.squarespace.com/static/566631e8c21b864679fff4de/t/5afc7315352f539a69b2

5b78/1526493996663/R2D2+GNA.pdf 

(not sure how to word this) -- We have had a good relationship with St. Johns Christian Church in the 

past, working together to solve a variety of issues on our block.  So why would they pass this vote 

without a dialogue with their neighbors?  How can we trust that they will hold up their end of a “good 

neighbor agreement” when they did not involve us in any discussion on this issue prior to voting and 

sharing their intentions with the city?   

We echo the Church’s answer, but want to add that the Joint Office communicated their decision and 

the possibility of using the Richmond site the day after congregants’ vote was final. 

We also overestimated how much the community had been tracking the past meetings and events 

held to discuss the village project — which would operate the same, with the same basic facilities, in 

any location — as the conversation grew to include the Richmond alternative. 

This is not an industrial area, it is a residential area like where Kenton Women’s Village is located.  A 

6ft chain link fence is considered an eyesore in a residential neighborhood.  How will the property be 

fenced?  

There’s been no decision on a specific type of fencing, and we will work to take the church’s 

feedback on design into consideration.  

The church has said they will have the ability to terminate the lease at any time if it is not working 

out.  What are some litmus test examples where the church would feel inclined to terminate the 

lease? 

Formal lease terms have not yet been negotiated. The Church answered that it would do so if “drug 

use or fighting/crime” was not handled by Do Good Multnomah. 

I personally spend a lot of time picking up trash in the neighborhood. What will the village be doing to 

foster community service with its residents? 

We expect members of the current Hazelnut Grove will be among the first residents of this village, 

with folks from St. Johns offered priority access to the remaining spots, with local neighbors offered 

priority access as initial residents move forward into permanent housing.  

Current Grove residents have been committed to community service and safety. They’ve worked to 

cut firelines around their current site. They volunteer at the Oregon Food Bank regularly. They have 

attended neighborhood association meetings and volunteered their time in other parts of the 

https://static1.squarespace.com/static/566631e8c21b864679fff4de/t/5c1403cf4ae237e200409140/1544815568351/Final+Foster+GNA+-+Signed.pdf
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community. They also have working relationships with and support from individual homeowners and 

neighbors in Overlook. 

Opportunities for volunteer service in St. Johns would be a wonderful subject to bring forward in 

community meetings. 

Will smoking be allowed in the Village? A ban on smoking within the village means a lot of people 

hanging out outside the village smoking. 

A designated smoking area would be provided within the village. The Church also answered that it 

does not support a smoking ban, and would make clear that cigarettes would need to be cleaned up 

within the village. 

Will the Village have liability insurance if any of their residents cause damage to adjacent 

property?  RE: Homeless campers near Hazelnut Grove set fire to Overlook Neighborhood Thursday 

night as retribution for getting posted for sweep 

https://www.reddit.com/r/Portland/comments/96blt1/homeless_campers_near_hazelnut_grove_s

et_fire_to/ 

It’s important to make clear that the fire was caused by camping activity separate from Hazelnut 

Grove, camping activity that’s part of a long culture of survival camping on the remote bluffs in 

Overlook. It’s possible camping activity may in fact increase in Overlook once Hazelnut Grove’s 

current site is cleared. 

It’s also important to inform neighbors that Grove residents have been proactive in pursuing and 

scheduling fire safety inspections at their current site — even contacting the fire marshal’s office on 

their own — and working to cut fire lines in partnership with city officials.  

There will not be space on the Richmond land for the unsanctioned activity that’s already been 

occurring to continue occurring.  

As for insurance, all programs funded by the Joint Office are required to carry insurance. Those terms 

will also be included in the lease. 

The Church has stated this will be a 3 to 5 year lease.  What is the exit strategy for the project from 

all involved? 

The Church has answered that this would likely be for five years. That’s our expectation as well. A 

formal lease has not yet been negotiated.  

As the Joint Office does with every program it funds and operates, we will periodically review how well 

things are working, and won’t wait until the end of the lease to seek feedback or make 

improvements. 

That discussion could include continuing the program, if it’s still working for the participants, St. 

Johns Christian Church, Do Good Multnomah, the community and the Joint Office.  

Church leaders have also indicated some interest in eventually using the land for affordable and/or 

supportive permanent housing to help people who were formerly experiencing homelessness. 

If a decision is made, for any reason, not to continue the program, then a transition plan would be 

worked out, including assistance helping participants into other housing or shelter opportunities, 

with input from all of the participating parties.   

https://www.reddit.com/r/Portland/comments/96blt1/homeless_campers_near_hazelnut_grove_set_fire_to/
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What is the hierarchy of providers, and who does the buck stop with? 

Do Good Multnomah is the contracted nonprofit partners providing services and management 

support for the village. The Joint Office holds its contract. The Joint Office is a shared 

Portland/Multnomah County agency with ultimate oversight and responsibility for the success of the 

program and its participants. 

Have you arranged for medical care, social services, mental health services, and addiction services? 

Specifics must still be worked through. But, by way of example, Do Good Multnomah operates a 

veterans village in Clackamas County that provides connections to many of those services, including 

primary care, dental care, mental health counseling, substance abuse treatment, housing 

assistance, and workforce assistance.  

(And, again, to be clear: The St. Johns village would not serve veterans exclusively; we’re just sharing 

it is an example of the programming that’s available/possible no matter the population of folks 

served in a program.)  

How will Multnomah County Health Services be involved?  Who will provide transportation to 

Multnomah County Health?  Will they be making house calls to the village? 

This is something that a discussion with the North Portland clinic staff, villagers and Do Good 

Multnomah could help build out. The much shorter distance to the clinic, and the ability to facilitate 

those connections, is one of the benefits of the Richmond site vs. the Roberts site. 

Clinic staff offered space for community meetings this winter ahead as neighbors, Do Good 

Multnomah, Joint Office staff and others planned a Village Fair at Wayfinding Academy in January. 

What are the facilities being provided?  We heard that there will be restroom and showers 

provided?  Will the church also be allowing Village residents to use the church facilities?  

Restrooms and showers with plumbing and running water will be provided on site. Community space 

will also be provided for the village residents. The Church has answered that they will not be making 

their facilities available.  

Knowing that the residents will be affected by this most, are there any plans to have more meetings 

with us prior to signing the lease so we can feel like our concerns are being properly addressed? 

The Church answered that Pastor David would continue to meet and answer questions and talk 

about concerns. Joint Office staff and Do Good Multnomah staff are also available to answer 

questions. Contact April Rohman or Denis Theriault at april.rohman@multco.us and 

denis.theriault@multco.us, respectively. When Pastor David met with your group, we also would have 

attended if invited. 

We will also post this full document on our information site for other members of the public to 

review: ahomeforeveryone.net/news/stjohnsvillage. 

How much vetting of this project was done prior to the vote that was made? Were there 

presentations, handouts, site visits, data presented, etc.? 

The Church’s answer referred to past presentations on the project when it was focused solely on the 

Roberts site. Much of the information on programming, site design, security, facilities and oversight 

is the same no matter which site would be used. The Church is correct that the Roberts site presents 
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design challenges that include its size, distance from community amenities, and the presence of 

neighbors’ encroaching driveways. 

The Joint Office and Do Good heard those concerns, particularly about the increased isolation of the 

Roberts site, and agreed to investigate alternatives. Neighbors mentioned the Church’s land and 

interest in helping address homelessness.  

Discussions started in the winter with the elders and Pastor David about whether the project might 

be a good fit, and meetings continued with Joint Office and Do Good Multnomah leadership. That 

culminated in a two-week voting process for congregants. Denis Theriault came to services on March 

31 to answer congregants’ questions directly alongside Pastor David. 


